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This Finding of Mo Stgnificard Impact {FONS|) for the londg-term Waren Act contract
between the City of Rosavills and the United Siates of Amearica has been prepared in
accordance with the National Environmental Policy Acl (NEPA) of 1989, as amendexd,
and the Council on Environmental Quality’s Regulations for Implementing the
Procedura| Provisions of NEPA (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508). The Ceanlral Califormia Ares
Office of the Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) has found that the Proposed Action
will ot significantiy affect the quality of the environment; therefore, an Envircnmentzl
Impact Statement (ELXS) is not required.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

Under the Proposad Action, Reclamalion propases o enler into a long-tenm [25-year)
Wamen Act contract with the City to facilitate delivery of up to 30,000 acre-feat annually
of Piacer County Water Agency Middle Fork Projact water through Falsom Resenvoir
and the federal facilitigs at Fotzom Dam, to the City's Water Treaimant Plant for ullimate
use in the City's sarvice araa,

Linder the No-Action alternative, Reclamation would rot exacule 3 ng-temn (25-year)
Wamen Act contract with the Cily. However, the City coutd utilers op to 4,000 AFA of
purchased water from San Juan Water District dunng nomztiwet years.

In additian to the Proposed Action and the Mo-Action altemative, the Downstream
Divarsion Altemative was fully considered. This altemative would also requirg a long-
lamn Wamen Act confract with Reclamation. Howewver, implementation of this allernative
wollld divert water from the Sacramenio River, downstream of its confluence with the
American River at the City of Sacramenio’s Sacramento River Water Treatment Plant,

Additionz! altématives were considersd but elimineted from further consideration
because they failed to meel the sereening critena. Thess additional altematives were:
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Furchase of a surface water supply from the State Water Projec

= Purchase of an additional surface water supply from the federal Central Valley
Project {CWVP)

+ Purchase of a surface waler supply from other agencies with upstream surface or

subsudface storags

Increased surface water storage upstream on the American River

Froundwater supply

Wastewater reclamation

Water demand reductionfwater conservation

« #F % @

FINDINGS

An Envirgnmental Assessmant (EA), distibuted for public review in January of 2006,
and the zitached revisions to that EA have been prepared to disclose potential
environmenial impacts pursuant to NEPA. The fallowing discussion identifies why any
effects of the Proposed Action are not considersd significant.

1.

Reclamation's Proposed Action will have no impacts to aesthetics and agricuttural
resources because Reclamalion is not authanzing any physical changes or
constnuction.

The Proposed Action alternative will have no significant impacts to air quality
because the attainment status would nod change as a result of this action.

Reclamation completed imformal consultation and technical assistance with the
Mational Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) on the effects of the Proposed Action on
the: fecarally listed winter-run Chinook salmaon or their critical habitat, spring-run
Chincok salmon, and Central Valley steelhead. NMFS cancurred with Reclamation
that the Proposed Action, as defined for federal ESA consultation purposes, would
not adversely affect these listed species (See Appendix N: Consultalion
Comaspondence).

Reclamation has determined that the Froposed Action will have o effect on the
Critical Habitat for spring-run Chinoak salmon ard Central Valley steglhead as
defined in January 2008. We base this no effect determination on the fact that any
changes to American River flows (and any potential rasultant changes 1o crtical
habitat) would be well within nomal cperational parameters/protocols and would nol
affect constituent elements of critical habitat.

Evaluation of the hydrologic, water temperature, and salman morality modeling
cutputs over a To-year perigd predict {that under the Proposed Action potential
impacts to operational flexibility to meel downstream fishernies requirements would
nat bk significant,

Raclamation has determined that the Proposed Sction will bave rve affact on the
federally threataned southem distinct population segment of Morth American green
sturgeon [Aciponser medirostris). The no affect detamination is based on the
following: 1) green sturgeon are not known 10 occur in the Amerncan River, and; 2)
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qraen sturgeon spawning in the Sacramento River ocours well upstraam of the
confluence of the Amenican ard Sacramento Rivers, 50 any changes to American
River temperature and flow would have no effacl on green siurgeon Spawning.

. Reclamation compleled informal consultation and technical assistance with the U5,
Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) on the effects of the Proposed Actian on the
federally listed vemal ponsl fairy shrimp {(Branchinecta lynchil, vemal pool tadpole
shrimp {Ledidurrs packardif), and valley elderberry lengham beetle { Desocerus
cafifornicus dimorphus), USFWS concumed with Reclamatioh that the Proposed
Action, as defined for federal ESA consultation purpases, would not adversely affact
these listed species or designaled critical habitat for these species (Ses Appendix M:
Consultation Comespondencal,

. The proposed action is an administrative action that has no potential to affact histone
praperties pursuant 10 38 CFR 800, 3(a) 1},

. As the proposed project is 2 water contract that utilizes existing walar-ralated
infrastructure, no new construction activitizs will be needed to implement the
proposed project. Thersfore no ground disturbance or increase in hazardous waste
will result from the Proposed Action,

10.Under the No Aclion Altemative and the Proposed Action, the State Water Project

(SWP} customers would receive identical deliverigs therefare no effect to SWP
Water Supply and Hydrology,

11. Under the Proposed Action, medeling indicates that one yaar in a 70-year period

CVP municipal and industrial {M&l} water customers and agricultural water
customars might experience a 5% reduction in water dalivary. Hivwewver, the mode|
imposes some artificial canstraints on the CVP systams. Foremost among thesa
model constraints is a required 5% reduction in CVP waler defliveries on a monthly
basis if the CVF minimum reservair storags requiremsnts are encroached. In real-
time the reduction maybe less than the 5% reduction modeled or this reduction in
waler deliverigas may not be required at all, given operational flexibility on 2 daily
basis 1o plan the timing of water deliveries. The impacts of the proposed prject
givan that: 1) only obe year in 70 might expensnce a water delivery reduction, and
2] that cperational flexibility probably would reduce the impact of that one year o
kess than a 5% reduction in waler delivery, indicate thal impacts to VP Water
Supply and Hydroloygy are less than significant.

12. The proposed project would meet existing water demands (in water-shont years) and

meet the demands of the projecied and approved growth disclosed in the Rosaville
General Plan and Specillc Plans. Reclamation's action will have no impacts to land
use because our action does not autharize or otherwise contral any construclion ar
physical changes.

13.No impacts to mineral rasaurces (namely sand and gravel extraction), population

arvd housing. public services, recreation. and ulilities and service sysiems, are
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anticipated because Reclamation's action does not authonze ar otherwise contrgl
any constructlon or physical changes beyvond use of conveyance capacity.

14. Ny irmpacts bo noise {namely no increéase in noise associated with transpoenaton) or
impacts to transpartalion and traffic are anticipated.

15 Evalualion of the hydralogic madeling output for the Proposed Action indicates thal
impacts to hydropower generalion would nol be significant. Furthar, the increase in
enargy requirement at Folsom Pumping plant is due entirely to the increased
divarsion for the City. In thig case, the beneficiares of the increased diversion {the
City} would be the only party financially rasponsible for the increased snergy
requirermant,

16 The cumdlalive impacts of the Proposed Action were defined as the waler
diversians, both planned and fully implemented, within the Amarican River basin.
The cumulalive impact analysis evaluated whether the Propozed Action would result
in a considerable contribulion to cumulative impacts on the American River and
other related Califomnia rivers and reservalrs. The Proposed Action would not
significantly contribute to river flow fluctuations and would not slgnificantly decrease
the end-of-month water surface slavation of CVP or SWP reservoirs. Therefore the
curnulative ingrementa| impacts of the Proposed Action would nat have significant
impacts on fisheries, cultural resources, water supply and hydmology, recreation,
power supply, or water quality.

17. Mo Indian Trust Assets (ITA) have been identified within the project study area.
Therefore tha Proposed Action has no efect on Indian Tnust Aszets.

18. No disproportionabely high or adverse environmental or human heatfth impact an
minority or kow-income communities have been identified for this Proposed Action,
Thergfore ihe Proposed Action has no effect on Environmaeantzal Jugtice.

CONCLUSIONS

Reclamation has fully evaluated the information and analysis contained in the EA as
amended {or lhe axecution of 3 long-term Warren Act contract as summarized abawve.
On the basis of these considerations, Raclamation has determined that the EA
adequately and accurataly addresses the anvironmental issues and impacts af the
Froposed Action and finds that the Proposed Action is not a major federal action that
will significantly impact the quality of the human environment. Therefors, an EIS i$ not
requirad and will not be prepared far this project, based on the fact that there will be no
lang-term adverse impacts on the human envirgnment resulting from the execution of a
long-term Warren Act contract with the City of Roseville,
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Chapter 1
Introduction

The .S, Bureau of Reclamation (Reciamation) proposes to enter inte a long-term {25-
year} Warran Act contract with tha City of Rasaville (City). This contract is for the
conveyance of up to 30,000 acre-feet annually (AFA) of Placer County Water Agency
(PCWAY Middle Fork Project {MFP} water thmough Folsom Reservoir and the federal
facilies 3 Falsaom Dam o the City's Water Treatment Plant {WTP) for ultimate use in
the City service area.

1.1. PrOIECT PURPDSE ANG OBIECTIVES

The purpose of executing a long-term Warmren Act contract with the City is to allow for
conveyance of up to 30,000 AFA of water nights water {purchased from PCWA]} to the
City's WTP far ullimate use in its retail service area. As such, this Envimnmental
Assessment/Initial Study (EASIS) includes analysis of the secondary effects of growth
facilitated by the delivery of water rights water within the City's water service area. The
City's service area is within PCWA's authorized place of use and constilutes afficient in-
bazin ulilization of PCWA's water rights water by the Cily, A new |ong-term Wamen Act
cantract would provide the City with the operational flexibility to belter meet its existing
and future water demands through a combination of Central Yalley Project (CVYP} and
non-CWE water supply deliveries. Under a new long-term Wamen Act contract, the City
would be able 1o exercise both iis federal CVP contract walber, as well a5 its purchased
PCWA waler rights water, under a wider range of water availability conditions. In water-
shart years Tor example, where deficiencies would be imposed upan the CVP supplies,
the City would be able to rely on its PCWA water supply to meet its needs. This ability
ke access its water nghts entittement 1o meat water demands beyond their CVYP water
supply is critical to the City, as it continues to pragrass towards buildout and as water
availability throughout the CVP becomas increasingly limited,

1.2, PURPOSE OF THIS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT/ INITIAL STUDY

The porpose of this document iz threefold,  First, it mesis Reclamation's impact
assessment cbligations under the MNationzal Environmental Policy Act of 1868 (NEPA)
(42 ULS.C. 4321 el s8q.). WEPA requires full disclosure regarding potential federal
actions, their alternatives, potential impacts, and possible mitkzation for actions taken by
federal agencies.

Second, it satizfies the City's environmental review obligations under the Califormia
Erviranmental Quality Acl (CEQA) (Cal. Pub. Resources Code §21000 ef seq.} and the
Califormia Endangered Species Acl {CESA) (Cal. Fish and Game Code §2050 et seq.)
as they act to enter into the proposed Wamen Act contract with Reclamation, CEQA
requires consultahion with the Califormia Department of Fish and Gama {CDEG), a2z a
frustes agency, for projects that might affect the habitat of a3 state threatened or
endangered species. This joint document serves as the required CEQA document and
includes information related to sensilive stale species that arg inlended to suppor the
appropriate consullations with COFG,
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CEGA mandates that projecis which are consistert wilh Ihe devetoprmenl density
established by existing zoning, commuhity plan, or gereral plan policies for which an
environmenta! impact report (EIR) was cerified shall not require additional
envirpnmantal revisw, excapl 2s might be necessary to examing whethar thera are
project-specific significant effects which are peculiar to the project or its site (CEQA
Guidelines Section 151831 The proposed Cliy of Roseville long-term Warmen Act
comtract is designed to meel both the City's existing and future planned water needs
within the context of an approved General Plan, Impacts on resounces, activities,
sarvices, and the quality of life within the City's sarvice area have already been
addressed in the environmental review and approval processas assodiated with the
General Plan and, morecver, have been evaluated in severa| individual specific plans.
The previcus emdronmental documents associated with these plans identified and
addressad significant unavoidable effecls associated with full buildout of the City, Mo
new significant envircnmeantal effects peculiar fo the proposed longterm Wamen Act
contract would accur within the City's senvice area that have not already been disclosed
in previous anviranmental documents approved and cerlified by the City. Therafore, in
accordance wilh CEQA Guidelines Section 13183, an EIR is ngt required o address
potential impacts within the City's service area as a direct result of the proposed long-
term Warran Act cortradt.

Third, it provides documentation for Reclamation’s obligations and requirements undar
the federal Endangered Species Acl of 1973, as amended {ESA) (16 LU.5.C. §§1531 aof
saq.) with respect to the adlion thal Reclamation proposss (o take {i.e., execulion of a
Wamen Act contract and the delivery of water through the federal facilities at Folsom
Cam and Reservoir pursuant thersto),

This joint document, therefors, sarves as the appropnabte gnvironmental review and
approval docurnent under both MEPA and CEGA. Under this joint document, an EA
and Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) are included in compliance with NEPA,
and an IS and Negative Declaration (ND) are included in compliance with CEQA
Reclamation is the designated lead agency under NEPA and the City of Roseville is the
designated lead agency under CEQA. Redlamation and the Cily published public
notices and provided for public and agency review of the Draft EAJIS, as well as the
draft FONSI and ND. as described in Section 1.6, Agency and FPublic Involvernant.
Reclamation and the City alse responded o substantive comments on this joint
docurment, as required by MEPA and CEQA. All public and agency comments on the
Draft EA/IS and associated responses are provided in Chapler 2.

With respect o Reclamation's obligations under the fedaral ESA, this joird dovument
alzo sarves ag the Binlogical Assessment (BA), which must be prepared by
Reclamation pursuant to section 7(c) of the federal ESA (16 U.5.C. §1536(c)) and to 50
C.F.R. Part 402. The potential effects of Reclamatian's Proposed Actlan on federally
listed threatenaed and endangered species and on species proposad far federal listing
must be evalualed within the context of the federal ESA. Reclamation and the City
have been invoived in coordination and informal consultations regarding the Proposed
Action with both the .5, Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS} and the National ddarine
Fisheres Service (NMFS) since 2000. As a resull of these efforts, NMFS has provided
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Reclamation with a Latler of Concumence (dated December 13, 2002} that the
Proposed Aclion is not likely to adversely affect Sacramanto River wintgr-mun Chingok
salmon, Cenlral Valley spring-run salmeon, or Central Valley steelhead, or designated
critical habitat (see Appendix N of the Draft EA/FONEl - ISIND, January 2008).
Additionally, NMFS indicated thai the Proposed Aclion is net fikely to adversely affect
assential fish habitat {EFH) for Pacific zalmon. (Please refer 1o Chapter 8 Endangered
Speciers Act Compliance, of the Draft EANS, January 2006, for additional discussion
regarding NMFS consultation history). As parl of the administrative record, Reclamation
provided a copy of the Crafl EAJIS o NMFS, which includes the BA.

Similar to their involvemnent with NMFS, Reclamation and the City have coordinatad walh
USFWS regarding ESA requirements and agreements for the Proposed Action.
Reclamaticn provided USFWS with a revisw ¢apy of the Draft EA/IS, which includes the
BA. Following USPWS review of this joint document, USFWS provided Reclamation
with a Letter of Concurrence (dated Jamuary 15, 2006}, which included the
determinalion that the Proposed Action is not likely to adversely affect the federally
lizted vemal pool fairy shrimp, vernai poal tadpole shimp, valley elderbery longhom
beetle, or designated critical habitat {sse Appendix N of the Draft EANS, January 2006),
(Pleasa refer to Chapter 6, Endangered Species Act Compliance, of the Draft EAAS,
January 2006, for addilional discussien regarding USFWS consultation history),

1.3. SCOPE OF THIS JOINT DOCUMENT AS A BICLOGICAL ASSESSMENT

The BA analysis addresses whether the Proposed Action may affect any federally listed
threalened or endangered spacies, candidale species, or any species proposed for
lisling under the ESA that is known or likely to occur wathin the actkon area. The action
area includes all argas where direct or indirect effects of the Proposed Action may
pocur. Because the Froposed Action involves Reclamation's aparation of CVP facilities
for water supply, the Department of Water Resource's opearation of the State Water
Froject {(3WF) in response to water deliveries related to the proposed diversion, and
gther envirenmental or regulatory ohligations, the regional study aréa encompasses the
reserveirs and water courses of the CVP and SWP, north of and including the
Sacramento-5an Joaquin River Defta (Delta), as well as all lands within the City's
service area whare the water may be distributed.

This BA addresses the following major issues for aquatic and terestrial species within
the action area:

= Tha prasence of suitable habitat or potenlial suitable habitat for each proposed or
lizte] spacies in the area affected by the Proposed Action (e, execution of 3
Warran Act contract);

#» The ezlablished level of use or potenlial for use of the suitable habitat for each
propased or listed species in the area affacted by the Proposed Action;

= The presence, amd eslimated magnituds, of potential disturbances to proposed
or listed spacias or habitat as a resuft of the Proposed Action:
The extent of direct habitat l0ss due 10 the Proposad Action;
The owverall isvel of direct and indirect eflects of lhe Propossd Action on
proposed and listed species; and
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+ The past measurgs implementsd 1o mitigate for indirect effacts on proposed and
listed species and their habilat.

Reclamation, with cooperation frormn USFWS and NMFS, previously developed a
sirategy 10 addréss the cumulative eflects of the multiple water diversion actions
propesed for the American River Basin, These diversion actions include the water to b
delivared to the City under fs proposed Warmen Act contract with Reclamation. A
specific analysis prepared by Reclamation 2z contained in the American River Basin
Cumulative Study Impacl Report {Cumulative Report) (August 2002) is incomporated by
reference as it represents the definitive (and most recent) evaluation of the potential
fulure cumulative impacts 1o the American Rivar Basin. The Cumulative Report is
incorporated by reference in its emdirgty and made a part of this joint emvronmental
docoment for the Proposed Action/Proposed Prgject.  Accordingly, the hydmolagic
modeling relied upan for the cumulative analysis of the Proposed Action/Proposed
Froject is consistent with the Cumulative Report.

1.4. Warnen AcT CONTRACT

The Waman Act {43 L.S.C. §523) of 1811 authorized the Secretary of the Interior 1o
anter into ¥¥amen Act conlracts with water purveyors 10 camy non-Project water (ie,,
watar not part of the CVP} through federal facilties. Under section 305 of the States
Emergency Drought Relief Act of 1991 (43 UW.5.C. §2211 ef s8g.), "Excess Slorage and
Carmying Capacity,” the Secretary is authorized to execute confracts with municipallties,
public water districls and agencias, other federal agencies, state agencies, and private
entities pursuant to the Wamen Act. These conlracts provide for the impounding,
storage, and conveyance of non-Project water for gomestic, municipal, fish and wildlife,
industrial, and other beneficial uses using any CVP facilities wentified in the law,
including Folsorn Dam and Reservair.

In the past, PCWA has supplied the City with waler in years with CVP shortages, ar,
rmarg recantly, when the City has projected using its full allocation of CVP water and
needed addilional walear 1g meet its éxisting demands. In order to convey PCWA MFP
watar through the faderal facilities at Foleom Dam, the City and Reclamation have
entered inlo several one-year temporary “whasling” contracts. The most recant of these
one-year cantracts expired on Fabruary 28, 2005, A one-year Wamen Act contract was
not requested for the March 2005 threugh February 2006 period due to above average
precipitation during the spring of 2005, However, existing and fulure water demands
within the City service area will continue to require 1he usa of PCWA watsr supplies and
lhe nead to secure a long-term “whealing” agreemant from Reclamation.

A draft Wamen Act coniragt has been prepared by Reclamation and is included in
Appendix M of the Draft EAYIS, January 2006, Thiz draft contract includes the following
kKey provisions:

1. Temm of Ihe contract extends from contract exacution through Fehruary 28, 2031,

2. Nan-Project waksr available 1o the City is represented by the quantities set forth
urder an agreement between the City and PCWA (dated May 17, 1289, as
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amended), which includes a water supply of up to 30,000 AFA from PCVWA's
upstream MFP resanairs.

3. Point-of<delivery of non-Project water to the City is the Hinkle “Y."

4. Respansibility for requiring PCWA 1o make releases from PCWA's upstream
reservoirs during July, August, September, and Oclaber, as well 28 any olher monkh
where it is deemed by the State Water Resources Cantrol Beard (SWRCE) that
PCWA has ng right ko divert the natural flow of the American River, rests with the
Cily.

5. PCWA's releases should include an addilional five percent to account for
trangportation losses,

&, Mon-Project water introduced in Folsom Resedvair by the City and remaining there
for 30 days or more shall be deemed unused waler, available to the United Slates
for Project purposes,

7. Respansibility for the supply and payment of all electrical power and associzted
transmigzion service charges to pump non-Project watar through the federal facilities
at Folsom Reservoir rests with the Cily.

8. MNon-Pmjsct water conveyed to the City shall be measured and recorded with
equipment fumnished, installed, operated, and maintained by the City, and the
accuracy of such equipment shall be subject to inspection by the United States,

O Mon-project water made available to the City shall be utilized in accordance with all
applicable requirements of any Bialogical Opinion addrassing the org-tem renewal
of the City's CWVP waler service contract,

The draft Wamen Act contract was published for a 60-day public review pancd on

January 10, 2006. The final long-term Warmen Act contract is included as Appandix A of
this Final EANS.

1.5. PROPOSED ACTION/ PROPOSED PROJECT

The Proposed Action/Proposad Project initiating preparation of this pint arvironmental
document consists of Reclamation entanirg indd 3 long-tenm {(25-year] Wamen Act
contract with the City of Roseville to convey up fo 30,000 AFA of non-Project water (i.e.,
water not part of the CVP) through the federal facilities at Folsom Dam (e.g., Folsom
Pumping Flant). This leng-lerm contract would pamit City use of the CVP facilities o
convey water from the POWA MFF to the City's WTF for uitimate delivery io the City's
service area. For purposes of this joinl envirgnmantal documant, the Proposed Action
under NEPA is synonymous with the Proposed Project under CEQA.

Diversian of the: City's non-Project water supply as purchased PCWA water rights water
waulkd ocour at the urban watar supply intake at Folzam CDam. Watar dalivered thraugh
the: urban watgr supply intake is conveyed to the Folsom Pumping Flant at the base of
the dam. Of the two pipelines thal convey water from the pumping plant 1o users both
rorth and south of the American Rivar, the 84-inch Narth Fark Pipeline dalivers water o
the City. The Morth Fork Pipgline, after leaving the Folsom Pumping Flant, splits at a
junciion paint approximately 700 feal soudh of the S3an Juan Water Distict's Hinkle
Reservoir knaw as the Hinkde “Y." Of the two branches that split from the Hinkla *Y." the
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western branch conlinues in a northweslerly direction for abaut 9,000 feat through a 45-
inch pipeline to the City WTP. A second parallel 60-inch raw water transmisgion line
fram Reclamation facilities and the City's WTP was recently constructed. Combined,
these raw water transmission lines are capable of conveying a peak flow of 97 mgd
(150 &fs) far treatmant at the City's WTP,

The Proposed FProject/Proposed Acton includes the City's parlicipation in the Water
Forum Agreement and financial contriblion to the Lower American River Habitat
hManagement Element (HME). The Lower American River HME was developed as part
of lhe Water Forum Agreement to provide mitigation for both river habitat and recreation
effects of Waler Forum purveyar actions, including the City's long-temm Warmen Act
contract.  The lower Amernican River HME includes detailed descaptions of all
reasonable and feasible projects that could be implemanted 1o avoid andfor offset
potantial impacts to lower American River fishery and nparian resoorcas 8% a result of
Water Forum actions, including the Propoesed Action/Proposed Project.

As part of the lower American River HME, the Initial Fisheries and In-stream Habitat
Management and Restoration Plan (FISH Plan) was developad in 2001, and serves as
the aquatic Habilat Management Plan for the lower American River, as required by the
Waler Forum Agreement. The FISH Flan constifules 2 gingle blugprint of management
ard] resteration actions for enhancement of lower American River fisheries and in-
stream habitat. Management and restoration sclions prasented in the FISH Plan for
improvemeant of water temperature within the lower American River include developing
ard implementing a2 basin-wide temperature modeling program; avaluating the
effeclivenass of cokdwater peol management at Folsom Qam and Reservoir through a
varigty of methods; constructing and operating 2 termperature contral device for El
Dorado Imigation Chstrict, accessing coklwater batwesn the lowsr river outlat works and
the penstocks 10 address the needs of priorty lower American River fish species, and
improving efficiency of waler transport through Lake Natoma {(&.g., modifying channel in
Lake Matoma).

As part of s Purveyor Specific Agreement with the Water Forum, the Cilty is committed
to an annual payment of $3.00 per acre-foot of non-CWP water used above its 1885
baselina watar demand to the Water Forum HME. The City's Purveyor Specific
Agraement wilh the Water Forum also includes a requirement that Reseville enler into
an agreement with PCWA for replacing up to 20,000 AF of water to the River from
reoperation of FCWA's MFP resarvoirs. This regperation water is included as part of
the Froposed Action/Froposed Project (see Appendin |, Modeling Technical
Memorandurm, of the Draft EANS for detailed information).

Under its Purveyor Specific Agreement wilh the Water Forum, the City also will
participate in financial contribulion e the Folsom Reservoir Recraation Program, The
City has agreed to work with their elected officials, the California Department of Park
and Recreation (CDPR}, and olher agencies that have an interest in reserveir levals, to
oblain at least $3 000,000 of new funding for improvemeants to Folsom Reservoir
recreation facilities {Water Forum Agreement, 20007, If less than $3,000 000 of the new
funds is not secured by the year 2008, the City will provide a lump sum payment of up
to $1.000,000 of the shortfall io COPR for projects to improve Folsom Resenair
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recreation ng |ater than June 30, 2000, This is to provide carainty that funding
necessary for Folsom Reservoir recraation mitigalion will be secured and some of the
proposed projects for mitigation can be implemenled by the COPR (Findings of Fact
and Statement of Overtiding Considerations for the Water Forum Proposal, 1983). The
City has agreed to enler into a contract 1o commit themselves to shanng the cost of
providing this funding. Costs will be appartionsd based upon the signatory agencies
antitipated share of the 2030 increased diversions of American River water.

1.6. AGENCY AND PuBLIC INVOLYEMENT

Reclamation, as the lead agency undar NEPA, is responsible for ensuring compliance
wilh NEPA environmental documentation and process requirements far Lhe Proposexd
Action. The City of Roseville, as the lead agency under CEQA and party to the long-
terrn Wamen Act contract, is responsible for ensuring compliance with CEQA
environmental documentation armd process requirements for the Proposed Project.
Reclamation and the City have been active padicipants in the prepacation of the
environmental dacurmentation arwd in the public invelvement activities associated with
the Proposed Aclion/Proposed Projact.

In accordance wilh NEPA and CEQA, preparation of ihe EASS included contacts with
affected agencies, omanizations and persons who may have an interest in the
Proposed Action/Proposed Project.  Specific agencies lthat were contacted during
preparation and public eirculatian of the Draft EANS inclueded;

Ervironmeantal Protection Agency

.S, Army Corps of Engineers

Califomnia Deparment of Parks and Recraation
MNatianal Marine Fisharas Sarvice

.S, Fish and Wlidlife Service

California Depadment of Fish and Game

State Historic Preservation Officer

1.6.1. FPublic Review of the Draft Environmental Assessment/ Initial Study

Reclamatian and the City disirbuted the Craft EASS, as wall as the Draft FONS| and
MD, to federal and state resource and regulatory sgencies, legislative representatives,
waler districts, anvirpnmental organizations, and other interasted parties on January 27,
2006. The Distribution List for the Draft EAJS is included as Appendix B of this Final
EANS. In accordance with Reclamation’s NEPA policy and the CEQA statutes. the
Draft EAMIS was available for public amnd agency review and commenl for a 30-day
perod, which closed on February 27, 2008,

1.6.2. Final Environmental Assessment/Inltlal Study

This Final EA/NSE has been prepared lhrough consideration and in response to
substantive commenls received from public and agency review on the Draft EAJIS, The
folicwing agencies provided comment letters on the Draft EA/15:
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U5, Army Corps of Engineers
+ California Departmant of Parks and Recreation
«  Califomia Statg Clearinghouse

The Draft EA/IS (January 2006) is incomporated by reference in its entirsty and made a
part of |his Final EAMS for the Proposed Action/Proposed Project. The Final EA/IS also
includes the respanses 1o public and agency review comments, and clarfications or
further explanations of informalion provided in the Draft EA/AS. The comment lettars
and associated responses to comments are provided in Chapter 2 af this Final EA/AS.
Clarifications and/or further explanations of information contained within the Draft EA/S
ara provided in Chapter 3 of this Final EANS.

The responses o commants provided in Chapter 2 provide additional detail regarding
fhe Proposed Aclion/Proposed Project and clarify technical impact discussions. The
additional information provided in response to public and agency comments récaived
during the public révisw and comment period, including updated information or
addilional analyses performed as part of the responge 10 comments, oo not after the
impact conclugions prasented in the Draft EAJS. In addition, no revisions or comections
to the text of the EA/IS were identified in response to comments récaivied on thea Draft
EA/IS. Some text ravisions however, were incorporaied to acknowledge items
inadvertantly omitted from a particular section of the documenl, provide additional
clarfication regarding Proposed Aclion/Proposed Project elements andfor analyses,
incorperate additional details regarding Proposed Action/Proposed Project features or
mitigation measures, and correct othar minor emors foungd durng public review and
preparation of the Final EASS. Thesa revisions are further described in Chapter 2.

Based upon this process and associaled analysis, Reclamation, thraugh the FONSI, is
responsitile for determining that the EA is adequale and in compliance with NEPA., The
City, hrough the WO, is respansible for determining 1hat the 1S is adaquate and in
compliance with CEQA. After making 1hese determinations, Reclamation will usa the
EA/FOMNSI and the City will usa the 15/MD in making its decision on whether o approve
1he Proposed Action/Proposed Projact.
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Chapter 2
Revisions to the Public Draft Environmental
Assessment/Initial Study

This chapter ientifies all changes to the text of the Public Draft EA/IS. The following
revisions o the Draft EANS are one component of the materials that comprige this Final
EAJIS, which has been prepared fallowing the close of the Draft EANS public review
percd in February 2006, The Final EAIS contains clarficalions andfor furthar
explanziions of information provided in the Draft EA/S as described below, as well as
ihe comments received on the Draft EA/S and associated responses contained wilhin
Chapter 2 of this Final EAIS,

Table 2-1 idenlifies specific modifications and comeclions to the Draft EANS. Changes
o lhe Drafl EASS prasented below are intended to acknowledge items inadvertantly
omitted from a particular section of the documend, provide additional clarification
regarding Proposed Aclion/Proposed Project elements andfor analyses, incorporate
additional details regarding Proposed Action/Proposed Project festures or mitkgation
measures, and carrect other miner erors found during public review and preparation of
the Final EASIS. Changes in tex1 are signified by strikeouts whers text is removed and
by underining text that is added, The changes to the document do not alter the impact
conclusions that were prasanted in the Draft EASS.

Table 2-1. Text revisions to tha Dralt Environmental Assessmant/initial ﬁtudy.

Page No. | Updiated Text
Famoma OF HO SOMIICANTIRADT ., ¢ o4 B s eyt T
3 Cufinrs! Resouces

" Culural resources within the Propozed Action's Area of Potential Effect (AFE} would
nH become more likely to be axposed along rivars of within reservor dravwdowm areas
of the project or regional siudy area dus ta the Propazed Action, ralatve to ha Mo
Action AJarnative.

" The Pioposad Acikn doas not invplve conetmiction or sarthwork aclivities that could
lead 1o poiential disturbance of Bured culural resaunces.

=Fu

o I e R R i Sl

3.1 Trinky Ressrvolr

The Upper Trinity Wivia Indians inhakited {he vallay below Trinity Resenvpir prigr 1o the
cenatuction of Tnnity Dam. Prefistoric avidenca dates badk 2,000 o 300 yaars,
althaugh thea anés was probably inhabited even before that time. Archasological survays
durirey the 19508 docomente very large village siles that sre belisved to have been
nhabled year-round. Thesa siles wers dossoyed damagad when the valley was Rooded
after constroction of the dam. As &t Shasta Reserspir, many known prehisipic siles at
Trinity Raseryoir are subject Lo onpoing damage as a result of luctuating waler levaks,
which expozes them 1o wind and wave actnon, and a5 3 result of laating.
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Tabla £-1, Tewt revisions to the Draft Environmenlal Assessment/initial Study,

Fage Na.

Updated Text

332

Tre predomnant recraatioral activities a1 Falspm Resevvair are waler-dependent uses,
sirch as boating, waler-skimg, persanal watercraft use. swimming, and lishing, Five boal
ramps are availatde al Folsom Reservoir. Reclamaticn attempls 10 maintam siorage in
Felzom Reservodr throughoul the surnmer at suffaiont lavals to accommadata accass ta as
many boat ramps and manng facilities a4 possible. The yoper (easlernmost) arms of he
lak i areg desgnated as slw zones for guiel cruising. fishing. and nature appreciation.
Folsorm Reservoir alsg is an imperant agurce of scenic: gnd nalural—sad-culural resmirces
lar watar-anhansed recreatipnal aclvities, Water-enhanced activities provided at the
resenvair irclude cam pilE. trail use, picnickingLand ratLre 3t1_|g3'_

511

Sleelhead polanially cauld be afegled by riparian hakbiiat loss and decreased waler

qualily, which typically accompany develppment acliviles, Doy Creek hag been designated
a5 crihgal habijat fer Cantral Vallgy ctealhead (70 FR 1701 gnd atarations in ripanian and
mnstream habstal osad for Spawning and rearing could adveraaly affect this specss. In

addition, degraded water guality in City streams and creeks resulling from urban runoff
alsa could be delrimental to steel head

5-21

Bavaral spacies within the regienal study area are of prinary managamenl concernn either
as A rasull of their declining status or their imporance 1o recreational andie commercial
lzharies. The Spacies splacted for species-specific assessmants include those sengilive
o changes i Bolh river flows artd water tempeature threughout the year, as wall a5
habitH conditns within the Delta. Tharelare, an avaluatian of effects an winlar-run,
spring-run, and fall-rurdate falloon ChingoX saimon, stesihead, delta small, Armerican
shad, and stnped hass is beleved to reasonably encompass the range of polaniial effects
lhai ::wld oCCUr on uth-af ’r'sh raSOLrces, mdumrrg grean slurg&nn Gnﬂﬂ-lh&-&mlaﬂm

Harmiftar City. In al:ll:lltn:m n whii I e

syviiem, bul inlensiva samghng in recent years has fgund ng evidencs of apawning gnd

there 15 ro dala Ihal spawning pegurs now gr gogyred in the historicgl ime freme
(Beamesderfer 8t al. 2004]. No corent use by sturgean of Sacramenio River tribujganies,
gther 1han the Feather Rivar syetem, has been repoded (Beemasdertar g al. 204, Mave
2002, Michgel Mepsiad [ Reclamatn, personal communication, May &, 2006) has stated
thal “Reclamation has determined that the Propoesed Achon will have o afiect an tha
Mw_mpulatmn smmam nI Hunh Amurn:gn gr&&n

&30

Flrw- and water temperalure-related «mpacls of the Iowsr American River ana oisoussed
separalaly below by species and life stage. A number of Tish specles of primary
management concern Wilize the lower Amerntan River duni ore of moes of hedr s

Ekagen opd seasonal changes in releages from Folsam FRasanvoir resulting lrom
implementaticn of Pr _ n::tman'rn &dPn:u&-:t cn::ulu arrm flcnars am:! w:a_i

Crarsd fm'faﬂ—n..ln hln k =gimon, sieslh A i

These speties ane of primary managemen! concern dug ailher to the impeiance of hair

FranL EWvIRONNENTAL ASSESSMERTIMTIAL STUDY SEFTEMREN ZG06
Ty i Roeyil E WARREN AT CONTRACT Fage @-2




“Tablg 2-1. Text revisions tg the Draft Environmental Astessmentinitial Study.

Page No.

Updaied Taxt

comrercial andiar rmmatunnalfushwjmm 5teelhead Amerlcan E-I;ha .

and stripad bazgh and'or beca

{Lo_ steslbead) Becaute lhe speci z (1 e

hose sensing 10 chargas in bath rver fl anrl water r

an evaluabion af imoscts b thase speci iye BALOg 8O ASS the range
af potonlial impacts 1o lowar Améritan wawg

Proposed AchoniPropeced Prpiect. Crganizationadly, fiow. and water tem peraiure-related

i pacts 14 fall-un Chinpek salmon and steelhead are discussed concurrently, followead by

impac] discussions for Amarican shad and stnped Base

Populalong af sprirg e 1 b

acrescible reaches in lhﬂ Lppear Sacramgrﬂg F'.r'..'gr mﬁlnﬁlgml ﬁ"IE ope gm , EEEE
Creck Boasum Creak Big Ches Creak, Bulte Creek, Clear Cresek Cheer Creak Fggnﬂ
Kiver, Mill Creak, a0d Lhe Yuba Rivar {CALFED 2000 COFG 1 Eg, MKFS gmgﬂ MFZ

Z0HEI. However, gpring-rurt Chinogk salmon ywenit r i

natal Wikiitarees aod iptedmitent streams durning winter rnnn1hs ;N FS 20pE), iru;l tllg_gﬁ
10 mil n B ha n desicnal | h
Chinook 53 (see Section 6.5.1.4 {far furthar informslon ; Critical habitat
consideralyng for spring-run Chirgak salmon are agdreseed in the analysis for fall-aun
Chingak salmon and steplbegd in (he ipwer Amancan Bjver

Linca camplstion gl £h m, Jhe and Calaveras
Rivar arg ihe snly ha i y |
1660, USFWS 1987} The oniy knpwr W
Calformin oaours in tha Sacramenlo and Klamath rvars, (Moyle 2003 MMFS 20021,
Therglgre winter-ruf CHNQOR Salmon ard gréarn sherdesn are nat included in the Species-

cific RsEecamen: h

539 10 5-
a0

Sumnary of Patersial impacts on Fal-run Chinoek Saimon amd Sheethead in the Lower
Argrican Fiver Undar the Proposed Actien/Fropased Praject

In aummary, potanlial changes in fow 0 R ewer Amancan River pndar the Prapese
Aclior/Proposed Praject during Saplem ber through March wauld not ba of sutficiant
frequency and magnijude 1a adversaly affacl adult fall-nin Chingok salmon and stedalhasd
hiorming or wmmigraton. Similacly, fuctuakions in fiows under the Propased
Action'FProposed Prapect during Octobar through Fabruany woodd ol Beoof sufficient
trequency and magnilude 10 adyeraaly afloct fall-run ©hinoek aalmon g tha waler guantity
and guzlity conditions and subsirate supponing stesthead spamnmg and egg incu baton.
Changes in figw thal woukd ooeur ender he Proposed ActonProposad Projed duning the
March thipugh June period would not ba of suffickent frequency and magnitude to
adversely affect juvenile fall-run Chinook salmon or steelhead rearng. Simady, changes
in flow 1hat would occoer undaer the Praposoed ActionProposed Prawst during the Fabruary
thagirgh Jure period would ral be al sufficient Iregqusncy and magniuds b advarkely affect
juvenile fall-run Chinook salmon o froskwalas migration camdars for stesthaacd amigation.
Lastly, poiential chamgas i fow in tha lawer Armanican River under the Propasad
Action'Proposed Progect during July thmugh Fabruary would riot e of sufficsnt frequancy
and magnilude 1g adversely aflec] rearing gites wilh water quantity and Tloeodplamn
cenneclivity o farm and mainldin physical habilal conditions angd supeoi juvanile growth

ang mohilily, waler quah rare suaporing juvenile develapmert; and natural covar
for steslhead rearing.

Changes in watar terperatusa in tha gwer Ameniczn River uoder Prooossd
ActitnPropoted Projedt during Septembar thraugh March would net be of sufficiant
frequency and rmagnitede 10 adversaly afact adull {all+un Chinodk salmon and stealhoagd
homing o immigration.  Smimilady, changss in watar lemperatura undar iha Proposed
Action/Proposed Project during Cetober through February woukd nol be of sufficient

FriaL EMVIROMMENTAL ARTE LUMEMTITHTIAL STUOY SEATEMMPR 2006
CITY oF ROSEVILLE WARKEN ACT GONTALET FaGe 2-3



Tabla 2-1. Text ravisions to the Drafl Environmeantal Assessmeantinitial Shudy.
Page Na. Updaled Toxt

frequency and magnitude 1o adyersary aftect [allrun Chingak salman or the water guantity
and quality condilions ang substrale supnoriting sieelhead spawning and egg incu bation.
Changes inwates lemperalure 1hat would occur pnder the Proposed Action/Propased
Fraject during the March through June penod would not ba of sufficiant fraquancy and
magnilude lo adversely aifect juvenila fall-run Chonook salman o stesdhaad vaaning.
Similady, polential changas in water Lem peralure that woukd ocour urder the Proposed
Action/Proposad Project during the Febriary through June pened would not be of sufficient
frequency and magnituds & sversaly affe! juveanila fall-un Chingok salmon o freghwatar
migration orrsdors for staslhesd amigration. Lasly, palentia] chenges in watar
temperature in the vwer Amescan River urder tha Propesed Action/FProposed Froject
durirng July threugh Favhmar:.r wwld nut be of m.rfﬁcrant quuam:'_.r and magmtuda to
advarsely aHect ¥ 7 i
mainigin ph | h i rt uv&ni& nmmhaﬂ mul:nllw wa_m;gy_mi

ﬁgﬁ Hage Eggg gg |uwenlha dwelngman!, and natural coved for sieelhead réaring.

596 55 Culural Rarnoyross

ipwiotedin Seclion 106 of the
Natmnal H:smm: F‘r&s&nalmn Act {NHFA] and-GEQ.ﬂ..—-Iha-NHRA dafines a significant
cultural properly as ors which is alygible for listing o tha WNabonal Register of Hisboris
Places {(HEHP). Elgibde properbes are those which "[a) . am associaled with avarts thal
have made a significan! contritualion te the broad pattarms of our histany, or {b) thal am
agsociated with the [ves of persons significant in our pasl; oF (¢} Ihat arnbedy (e
datinctiva charactarislcs of a type, parod, or mathod of conatruction, or thal represent a
significant and dislinguishable enfity whose componants may [ack indwidusl distinction; or
(d} \rat have yielded, of may ba likedy to vield, Infarmatmn |mpm'l.ant in pmhmtnr-_.r ar
history™ (3§ CFR G041 36 CFH Parl

CHAPTIRWE 5% i irie

G-13 CRITH AL I-l.-i.BlT.u.T DESlG.'-J.A.Tmﬂ

Cn Fetingary 16, 2000, NMFS designated crital habital for the Cenral Valley £5U of
shalhaad {B5S FR 7773 NMFS designaiad thal critical habital to incleda: 1) all river
rexchas aceassible to listed steathead in the Sacramento River and its tribularies in
Califgrniz; 2) all river reaches and ezluarine areas of tha Delia; 3) all waters from Chipps
Is12nd westward to Carquinaz Brdga, including Hanker Bay, Grizaly Bay, Sumun Bay, and
Carguinez Strall, 4] all waters of San Pablo Bay westward of tha Carquinez Bridge; and
T} aH waters al San Frarcisco Bay (north af the San Francisco-Cakland Bay Bridge) from
San Pable Bay o the Golden Gate Bridga (85 FR 7778)

On Apdl 30, 20002, under 3 Congent Decree, the United States District Gourt for the Ckstrct
of Columbia vacated NMFS' designation of criical habitat for tha Central Valley ESL) of
steelnesd (Consent Decrea, Nal'f Az, OFf Hame Busdarz 8! al v. Evans, [D.0.C_Caze
Mo, 1:00-CW-02708 (CKKY, dated April 30, 2002). On Novarmber 30, 2004, HMFS fiked
propased nyles with the Faderal Ragster to desgnats cobcal hatetal amas bn Washington,
Cregan, [daho, and Califomia for 20 speces of salmon and slealhmad [sted as thraatanad
ard endangered under tha ESA, including tha Canlral Vallsy ESU of steslhaad. The
proposed niles include anatysos of tha economic and othar irmpacz af sueh Sesignatians,
ard a range of areas that are bamg considarad for seclugsion in he final rales. Fublic
hearngs ware feld in January 2005 10 recane comim el and fesdback on e proposal,
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Tabla 2-1. Taxt revisions o tha Draft Envirgnmental Assessmant/inillal Sudy.

Fage Mo,

Updaied Taxt

mieludes: 11 3l river reache il li Ihoad 0 e Sacsamantn R

tnbulares in Californiz; 23 all niver reaches and esiuanng argas of tha Delta: 3) Amacican
Rrver upstream to endnoints in Diry Creek, Miner's Ravine, and Natamas Easl Main Canal;
gnd 4} Feather Rjver ypstream o endgoinls in the Feathar River {70 FR 170}

In determining what areas gre grifigal habilgl, agency requiations a1 S0 CF R 424.12(b)
require that MMFS muysgi “consider those physical or biglageal fealuras hat are agﬁgn]@r i
the conservaln of g given species. . ." The requlations furher direst MMPS te “focus o
1he principal bedogyical or ::nh-.rsrc.m constitrgni elgmgm; . thal are egsential ko the
congerqation of Ihe spaces " ard specify thai the kngwn Himany constilyent elements
{FLE=] shall be Irstad with the £htical habitat descriptign.” MMFS biclogiste developed 3
lizt of FLES Whal are eggential lo the species’ consarvalion and are based gn (he ynigue
life higtory of salman gng steethead and ther bialaaical naeds. The specific PLES include:
1} Freshwater spowning sites with watar qgusntily and qually cenddwnns and sobstrate
supponing spgwning, incubaiaon and larval development. These fealums ans assantial (o
congervation because without them the species cannph sucgsesially EEW’" and EE’!HE

offs prirey: 23 Freshweater reariog tiles with m r ﬂ
pod rmainiain ghyzical habitat condiisn

qualiy and foraps suppoting juvenils develppment; ang EIHE‘E cover EE as EEQE.
Mﬂjﬂiﬁiﬁ.ﬁﬂﬂﬂml_ﬂme wwd Ity Emi and mwmﬂm

1hat fvel e cns-..nra Ih&lr Survival ard 3) Freghwﬂgr ITIEIEI:IEI‘I MEE rge ﬂ EEIEQE

wilh water guantity and quahty mnmtwmw
overhanging large = : : B9 g A
urdercut banks supporing juy §r_|||§ aug il muh:llw am:l sumﬂl Trw
essgnligl 1o conservation Decauss without thin juvemniles canngt use the vangly af habdals
that allgw Inem 10 avgid Heah Nows, awerid WEMMW

wi n wal changas needead fov i h i
g timely manner, Similady, thase features arg gg;gnt@l for ﬂgﬁ; E:EHE by alloow fish
wn b succezsiully swirm upstream, avgkl predators  argd regeh
§ﬂawmng greas on limjled ENGIY S10res. The ooy niad habial areas degianatad it the
linal rule cpntain FCEa required 19 suopoet the Blolaoical peocesses for which ihe spoecios
uge the habital.

B-151a B-
16

CRITICA, HARITAT DESIGHATION

On February 16, 2000, NMFS deczignated critical habitat for tha Central valley ESL of
epring-run Chinook salmon (65 FR T778). NMFS detignaled critical hatsitat bo includea:

1} all river reaches accessibla o listed Chinaak zalman in the Sagramente River and its
tnbailaries; &1 8 river reachies amnd asiuarine araas of the Delta; 3) all warars from Chipps
Islard weshward to Carguinaz Bridge, inclwding Honker Bay, Grezly Bay, Suisun Bay, and
Carqunaz Sirat; 43 all waters af San Pablg Bay westward of the Carguinez Bridge; ard

51 all waters of 3an Francisce Bay (north of e San Franckco-Cakland Bay Bridga) from
San Pablg Bay o the Folden Gate Brdge (65 FR 7TFE]. On Agel 30, 2002, undar a
cuneenl degree, the Lnited States District Cour tor the DIstricd of Columbia vacatad
MMFS™ designatian of critical habitat for the Central Valley ESU of spring-run Chinook
salmen {Cansent Degree, NarTdssn, OF Homa Budders ef al. v. Evens, (D.0.C. Case No.
1:00-Cv-02750 (CKK), dated April 30, 2002}

Or Navambar 3], 200k MMFE proposed new critical habitat dessgnations for seven E5Us
of Facyic salmgn ang *:-.te-elneau In Ealrrm'ma mludlng tha Camnrma C.&mrm ‘ufallag.-
sleelhe.adESU ? AENTE Btad-Eritical-hakil PP ICARECNTE

FeaaL ENvIRCHMENTAL AASETTMENTIHTLAL STUDY SEPTEWMREN 200H
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“Table 2-1. Text revisions o Ihe Draft Environmantal Assessmentinitial Study.

Page Ho. Updatnd Taxt

Fullumng an Exlensmn uf the publn: mmm&nl pﬂfum £ tha pmp-usad ;-.ntu:.al habuat
:lEirgnalluns lhE! Dubln: mmment penm:l :blns&d in March 2005, mmm

The ’r'nal rule fnr desmnahnn al’ :ruh;al hEE ;ﬂ Igr mg EE”; ﬂ g Eﬁ m a

slegthead, irelyding Central Walley soring-ron Chirgak salmgn, wa;_ﬁ@_q_
il:m& 2005 {7 FR 170). NMFE designated gritical hakitat m;hm the ﬂﬂE Areg
| gl river repches 8 ible b fislad salmen in
ri in Californag: 23 all rivar reaghes snd estuarine gr 1 S M erncan
i 1o endpoints: ard 5) Feather River upst il i
Riv T T
617 6.5.7.5 Gremn Sturgeon

LISTING STATUS

Gn April &, 2005, NMFS fited a propisad nuke Iz list the southern population of North
Armerican grean Slurgesn as threatened under the ESA. The southarn papulation of Modn
Armancan qreen Sturgepn is propased for listing as threalensd affoctiva July §, 2008, This
species has no lsting atatus under the Califodnia ESA. Becaoass thare is limited reperled
infogrmanan abaut grean slurgein availabla, particulady with respect to specas ulilization
al the lgwer Amencan Eiver, a broadar scope al informmation s presented below.

E-29 612 City Sarvice Area

Hoas oithe Listed, proposed histed, candidate, or EFH-manaped specias within the City
service arag have the potantial 1o ba adversaly affecied, either dwectly or indirecily through
fipanan habial lgss and decreased water Quahty, by the Proposed Acton. The City and
taMF S have engaged in disloque regarding the developmant of a prograrmmats rmvisw and
evpluglion of lsheries resourtas within the Cily's service arga. This diglpgye iz

memiialized in a MA betweon the City and NMMM.&&
City menoning lasks thal urrently bei ken 1

wall a iate ada tl'.' mana ment r he kA gl in

progranti #he #pproach to consyltaton that ingluges 8 City comm liment [0 engage in

walersived planning ¢figrs, cduding implemendatian of the City of Roseyillg Croek and

Riparign Management and Restorapon Plar.  eplarm enfation ¢f ihis plan, which was
prepared in Gon U §ﬂ1IDrI with MMFS, will e Eﬂﬂltlﬂww_l_ﬂ_q
lang-1enm dir i .

Yemal paol inverebeate spetios (1. vamal pool fairy shrimp and vemal pod tadpele
SHFM ) e howbar-alsa shaw the poiantial to hawe their potantial habitats reduced, as
approvad devaelapmant within the City continueg, The MOLU batwean Ihe City and USFWS
outkings the specie processes infended o provida the lgag-lerm pralection necessary for
vemal pood species  Specdically, tho MOU identifiad, at the time of s signing, 1he
carmimimant af ke Cily 1o address the needs of vernal pool spechkes ootupyng warnal pool
habitatz within tha plan area within the contexl of an HCP of equivalent (zee Sactien 5.3 of
the MOUY. Since 1ha MOLU was signed, the City and LISFPWS have agreed not to pursue
an HCF for remaining devaloping prapedies within the City but, rather, address spacies
protecions far tarmaining buiklaut on A project-by-project bagis, Addiionally. as part of thea
pusdarce for the City's interim conservation sirateqy, the MOL alse idenlified savaral
rilestones wilth which it commitied the City to pursue regarding the management of its
yemal pooi presenrgs. The BMOL requested the City to swdantily and map | existing,
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Yahia 2-1. Text revisions 1o tha Drafl Environmental Axsessmant/initial Study.

Fage No.

Updated Taxt

imgluding City permitied. vernal pool resources withirr fhe plan area {see Seclion 7.30. of
the MOL). Sae Appendix K for tha 30-day deliverables (four maps) agread to by tha City
under Ihe MO, The Cily also was requasted 10 develop indnidual operatons and
mainenance plans for aach vernal pool presanee esiablished throogh the irtarim
conservation strategy and for cartain axisting vermal pool preserves eslablished by phor
agreement betwaen tha City and USFYWES. Liaing this approach, exisling and future yesnal
pool preserves would bea managed coneistant with the [arger sub-reglanal Ciiy of Rosavlle
HCP or equivalent and regional county-wide HCP/NCCP being pursued by Placer County.
Provious discussiong of the Cdy's cammitmenis in meatfing Ihe requirernants sat out by the
ML hawve been provided in Sectlon 5.4.1.1 {see also Appendix J, City of
Roseville/LISPWE MOLU and ralatod mspﬂnﬁ-&nmil

——
P A e LA B o IR
S :h-:"'z'h".'...'* ‘b .'F.‘IE.E: y iﬁ' & '— ""1‘{'1'"“!'1!# .- -ﬂ . v 1:.-.*-'1""':!"‘-l - .

Tt22 Guﬂumi Resorces
EFFECTS OF CHANGEE N WATER SURFACE ELEVATION AT SHARTA RESEAVNR

Under tha cumulelive condilion, the aimimum water surfete sigvation af Shaaia Rasarvor
wiurky be from § fo 45 feal ms! fower throlgfiod! each month of the vear, relalive fo iha
axishing comdifipn. The Proposad Action/Proposed Projed would cantribule up lo $ f me|
1o Lhe decraasas in the minkmum long-term average end-of-manth alevalian 81 Shasla
Rasarvair thal could occur undar the cumulative conddion. W impslamentation of the
Prapozed ActisnProposed Project, there also would be incragas of up 1o 1 f msln the
rmirirmum lpng-lerm average Eﬂd-n[-munth a{mramrl al: Ehasta F-‘.-a-s.ﬂwau {Appandrx G
Culiural HHEENDIFS Ehasta]- oreud] .

‘Hac1 Qn gl._ﬂ;gral resgures  Therefore, the Pmpusad Amnanmpnsad Preject woubd not
conirlpute ssgnificardy to increazas in the axpozura of cullural resources at Shasle
Recervgir, and hence, woukd have no cumulatively considerable contribution to potantially
significant impacts on Shasta Reservow cultural resourcan thet could ocour under the
cumulative condition. Therafore, cumulativa mcremental impacts on colbural resaurces
associated with changes it water surface elevations at Shasta Resaryoir would ba
mnsrdafed .rn: Hran signifcant.

RS T N R R B e e

814 Hational H-Iaturl:: Freservailon Act

The Matsinial Histar i fad
thir writitakings on ﬂgm EL‘!E!EE agd_aﬁﬂﬂ:l ihe Advigory Cnum_Mm
rcscrvg;gn gn Enmdggﬂx 19 mmmgug, MMWW

Hﬁlamﬂanﬁ FEd*ElBi agancras musl mnsull the Matu:rrual Hagrular wiivgn planmng Io
undariake ar granl approval for a prosect.  Prior Lo issuing any license of implementing a
projec, the ledoml agency shall congider the effects of thir prosect ar lkansa on any
histoica buidings, siles, siricures, o sbjest thal are included in, o eligible for inclusion
in, the Metonal Reqister (16 U.S.C. § 470, f). The evalualnsg of cultural resources a3 part
of this EASS dopgument com py with Ie National Histonc Presarvalian Al & il apglies 10
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Table 2-1. Text rovisions 1o the Draft Environmental Assssemant/intial Study.

Pagia No. Updeted Taxt

tha Praposed AglionFroposed Prolect and atemativas. Realavan! ard avadable
dacumentalion lor the Araa of Polantial ARed (APE) gre summanized in Sactlon 1.5,
Cultural Resourges, Reclamation has coardinated with SHPO siaff to decuss e scope of
tha projecl AFE, tha 1Fﬂp3ﬁ datarmman:ms ma-da. Bnd I.ha haval nf mlllgatlnn appmpﬂal:a

Firial ExnaROamalnyalL Sunse ey T/HETAL STud T SErTEMBER 2
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Chapter 3
Public Review Comments and Responses

This chapter includes all public and agency comment letters received on the Draft
EAfS, and Lhe associatad responses to comments. The following agencies provided
comment latters on the Draft EASIS:

1. US. Ammy Corps of Engingers
2. California Depanment of Parks and Recrealion
3. Califomnia State Clearinghouse

The comment letters have been reproduced in the orginal form in which they were
received. Wihin each numbered latter, specific comments have been alphabetically
desighated, rasulting in an alpha-numernic designator Lhat corresponds 1o each rasponse
fe.q.. “2B" refars to the second comment within letter nurmber 2). The responses have
bean prepared under the direction of Reclamation and the City as lead agencies undar
NEPA and CEQA, respectively,

The focus of the responses to comments is on the disposition of significant
environrmental issues, as specified in NEPA and CEQA. The responses 1o comments
provide addilional detail regarding the Proposed ActionProposed Project and clarify
technical impact discussions. The additional informalion does not alter the impact
conclusions presenied in the Oraft EANS. Although ng revisions or comections to the
text of the EANS were identified in response to comments received on the Draft EASS,
50mMe text revisions were incorporated to acknowledge items inadvertantly amifted from
a particular section of the document, provide additional clarfication regarding Proposed
Action/Proposed Projact elsments andior analyses, incorparate addiional details
regarding FProposed Aclion/Proposed Project features or mitigation measures, and
correct ottier minor gmors found during public review and preparation of the Final EAIS.
These lext revisions ara further described in Chapter 2,
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DEFARNTRMENT OF THE ARNTY
. ABAEY BNAIEN OuiTIICT, A CRLANNIRITO
CORFE OrF BN
1418 J TTAET
Lo i T, CALISDIERA 141812
-y T3

YT O Fobruary 9, 20

Regelwtory Branch (2006001 06)

Dherrick Whiteh e

City of Rosrville

M1 Vanmon Strest
Teoseville, Califormin 95676

Doay bir. Whilchend:

We e romponding to your Janusry 30, J066 tapeee For conoents oo the City Of
Fosexille-Weter Supply [ntalce projact  This perogect i kuatod oowr Bosrville, in Placor
Coumty, Californin  Vioner e Fentlon uisbeer 1s SO0 05,

The Corpa of Enginoers' jurisdiction within the shudy eies i mader the soifixity of
Section 404 of the Clown Wator Act for the discharga of dredged or-6l1 materisd isto
waterw of the Unived Sisies  Wartrs of the Umited Stetos inchade, bot ere oot Limikod o,
rivors, perennial or inteyryite streeme, e, poads, wellands, vernal pocls, s,
wol mesdowt, and e Frojoct fosturee that rosolt in the dischargs of desdged o £
malarisl ok wakirs of tha [nied Statos will require Departpest al the Aoy
airthrartxabion, pricor T Biarbing, work.

1o wacorinin the aniant of witaps on the projoct #ite, the sppiicant sboukd proparc a
wetland delineation, in mecontans with the “MWinmorn Sunderds for Acceptance of
Pratiminery 'Wetland Delinostions™, undar “Juriadton™ o8 our wtdeiste 4t the sddron.
below, sod suhwnti It o O ofBice for vorificanion A Hel of conltscts thwt propm
widlerwl delisvitions and permit apphication’ docomeris iy e svioLble oo or wileais o
the wmoo location

The range of wlcroativos connidersd for this prodect shonld oiclodo shormativol thet
wvaid isvpacts to wolmnds or odwr water of (be United State.  Bwery offoct shookd be
made b aveid piviec! Tosiaros which roguica Les discharge of dradgad or Al materinl inks

walery of tha Lniteed Stk In the owent I can be charky desvorsirsisd thars ke oo
pn-cnubl-uﬂm-uﬂw w Allimg wtxze of the United Stites, misgmiion: piags ahould be
developad to componaste for the ciuvpideble Jossos restiting Brom project imphowatation,

Lettar 1
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Letter 1

e

Please refer to identificsion number 20000106 1o my comrespondence concorning
thin project. IF you huve sy quoniona phous coptpct Andros Jooos 8l DU SacTamote
¥Walley Dfficr, 1325 I Siveet, Poom 1480, Zacrepvonto, Califormie 95814-2922, ol
Avdvaz Jompri@wioce. army.mil, or lopbone 916-237-TH45. Yoz mty alad e oif
wihkile! www. Ik whoor army. mil/regaialory Aiml.

Sinearaly,
QRIGINAE, SIGNED

Theupes - Cavanaugh
Chisf, Sacrarvepin Valley Offics

Copy Perpished:

/ElhmmmdmmhanmMFﬂmm
3630 | TR

Fraiy ENVERONMENTAL ARAFAARMFWTIHUTLAL B TUD T BareTeamil i 2008
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Response 1A

The Proposed Action/Proposed Profecl evaluated within the City of Roseville Long-term
Warren Act Contract EAFONSI-IS/ND consists of Reclamation entering inte a long-tenn
{25-year} Warren Act contract with the City to convey up b 30,000 AFA of non-Project
water (i.e., water not part of the CVF} threugh the federal facilities at Folsom Dam (e.q.,
Folsom Pumping Plant) for uliimate delivery 1o the City's service area. The facilties
necessary o physically wheel this water through the Felsom Pumping Plant are existing
and n new construction would be reguirad o implemant the wheeling agreement. As
such, no Clean Waler Act Section 404 permit is expecied 10 be required o implement
the Warren Acl contract. If, for séme unforeseen reason, existing project features
require replacement or redesign Lhat could result it impacts to waters of the U.5_, ihe
project would follow the process oullined in the LS. Amny Corps of Engineers’ (Corps)
February 8, 2006 comment lefter and abtain any necessary Coms permit authorizallons.
The City's service area is representsd by the corporate boundary and incledes several
specific plan areas, including the recently annexed West Rosevilles Specific Plan area.
Patenlial Clean Water Act Section 404 issuves related o wetland fills within the City's
walar service ared are discussed below.

Bintogical opinions addressing the West Roseville Specific Plan area, as well as the
Olympus Oaks, Highland Reserve Morth, Diamond Cresk/Eskaton, Mourier 140,
Woodcreek Morth, and Woodcreek West projects, have been issued in suppart of Clean
Water Act Section 404 permits abtained for project activities. The loss of vemal pool
habitat has been addressed and miigaled through Lhe Sectlon 7 ESA process dunng
acquisition of Section 404 permits. Through the issuance of hiological opinions,
mitigation acreages have been required for project impacts to vermal pools. For &
summary of anticipated patential vernal pool habitat lass arsd mitigation acreages, both
preserved and created andfar restored, as required by the Section 404 penmits for these
projects, please refer to Chapter &, Seclion 5.4.1.3 of tha Draft EAFONSIHISND.

Fina EMvEROMMENTAL ASBESSMENTNITIAL ST F SEFTRMAER 2HAHS
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Letter 2

. @ Srwrn of Cilinrmdl = Thi R miowvoll Saecy Suiiell] S IO, (AL
[EFARTHENT OF FAMCE AN RECREXTEN Puhy CoisbinToen, DiPmecior

ok Fusics Digdnct
TEOE Folsoim ALt Ko
Foksom, TA 258N

February 27, 2008

Michael Finnagan, Ara Mgt
L&, Bursay of Redcamstion
Cartmal Calltornia Ares Cffica
TTEd Folesm Dem Road

Foaom, CA g5e30

Re: Lovw-termn Warren Act Contract with City of Roxevill, SCH R20068012128

This lattar is to exprocs e Concem s and mosnmendations of the Califomia
Depariment of Farks gnd Racraslon (DPR) mgamding e Environmental Aaseesmasn
{EA) and httigated Nagativa Declarsticn {MMND) for the Wamen Aol Cormrect Detwest
e Uniled Shakes Buresu of Reclamalion (Reclemabion) and e City of Rosedts. OPR
manapes Folsom Leke State Racraation Aran (SRA) through an agreement with
Recamation, Folom Lake SAA stiacts apprmadmataly 1.5 rdlion visttrs Ay,
Evgitty v ptroent of thiz usa s angaged in wator-depsndsad recreation acthdties such
ps boatig, swimming, Fahing and water akiing, Facoeation ofocrturdties, necns bon e

ard 1 faes OPR panorates From visaton am highly dapweode] upon maenoln evem
at Folpom Lake,

{har understanding of this prodect s that the Warmen Act contract woukd Fecikdate dakwary
of up t 30,000 aom feat of water from Folstm Reservolr t fha Clity of Rosevilbe,. The
City of Rosendia in acquiing this weter irom the Placer Couty Watar Agency {PLWA)
CPR'g primary CONCAM with thie project |5 tha cumutative [mpsol of s acton, and tha
rray ot sdclions et Reclamation has mosnthy ks ar il ks in the fomseastie
future, on masnel evets snd wister dependenl ecreation af Fobaom Lake SRA,

The City of Rosayla Wamtn S Cortact EAMND claimg th kgl 1o eocraation at
Fotonn Fesaroir, induding camulative Impecis, &% & ot of this project ame lass than
sgnficAr. Howavar, the Armesican River Bass Curriusstive Impect Repan {2002), which
|5 the basis For e comulathe anabyss b e EAMND, (ndicatas Thers wil ba significant
cumulative mpects to both boating and swimimbyy ecreation cpportunibes at Folesom
Reseryolr (page 3-154) an a resulf of the foresscable Recamation scicds withic:
Basn. Matthet te 2002 Cramulgive |mpect Repaort o tha City of Aosevilks EARND
offer sy mithgaton of thege mpacts. PR wiuld ke 10 know bow Recdameten mends
10 addiess the significat cormulathe Prpacts i msrmrtion at Fobaom Feesesreoir St will
Hepolt from e knvar resarvolr Syvss that will acour from the varkety of actians
Reclamaticn hul inken and will takg o tha Torcepessbie future.

I the City of Roaeyi ke Tulty oiifess the 30,000 ecm et of wales propoesed i this
contred, Reciarmaten will gensite over 3470,000 annually feom this conveyanc of
water. DFF belaves Reclameton nesds @ consider the poterdial i Imdude in this and
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Letter 2

ot comtracts the proportioneie cosl of mitigaticg e frpacts © mchestion at Fodom
Farnarvolr due L the iCwsd PEEaroir Tovals thel that will occar increnentally o o nps
of this cortaaet and th My Ciher actiores which st ooour /1 the Earesssnbia futum,

Flaase o Ha ancosed Attachmecd 1 which provides sddttonn detaks regarding ow
concema Bnd rgcoam mendations with this propcl, B you have sy furtier questiona

riyarding this ratier, pleess comad efther mysslf at (318} S55-0206 or tha Gold Fleide
CiBirict Panner m Michaedds t (076) S58-0613, Thank you.

o

Seotl Nakaj
GOk Fhside. Caatrict Superintandent

Co Elzabedt Ayres, U.S, Buned of Rectsmtion, Centre! CA Ares OMob

Fosis L EMYWORMENTAL ASSESAMENTmAL STUDY SarTesAes 200
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Letter 2

Attachminl 1 PR Commants - CHy of Roaville Long-Term Wamen Act Conmirect
EAMND

Cumulaiive Impacts on Recaton of Folgam Ryssrvolr —
I addienn 1o the 30,000 ace Teal of watar in this pragaaal, Recliamation hag recacothy

appmved divertion of Mo than 330,000 acrefeat of Amancan River Cantal Valley

Projec {CVIP) Wiler theugh Long-Temm Servce Contrecl rendawets. DAhar near futas

prpecls ncluda Warmen Act Contracts with tha El Dovada [rigation Dletrict [an

addtionnl 17,000 Bcre-lest) and Secrirssedls Suborben YWeter Cisincs (28,000 acre (el)

o withed rerwr aceditional walgr frm Foleom Ressnadr, Thasa and many other reasorably

foreseeatia actiong within ihe Amenican Aver Civigon of the CWF am dantfiod in e

Armarican Rivee Bagin Cumulative Impact Report (20602). This Rapod {page 3-154)

cordudes thal the cumalatlve impacts of the varous arvang {which divern water out of

the Arnarican Rheer badan] 1o both beating and Seirmmesg opportienies 81 Folsom

Regarvole gra gignificand. Heweeser, e 2002 Report offers na mitigaten or actions o

gddras e sgnficant impecs. One redsonabe pproach mighl be 10 ppporticn tha ﬁ
miigation for the currulathe impacts o recreatien to all of tha easonatly foreseeatie
projecs iantified in the 2002 Feport wiwh contribuie ko the comulstee sigracant
WIpeCd on recreation at Folsom Resscndr, Thee EAMND Tor e Cy of Rosaviles Warren
Art Contredt cordcludes thal the cornuiative Impacta o xwimming and Boating
opportunites al Fokom Resero gra lexs tnan significant and proposes e mitigalion
or actions to acdress e Impacts from lower repenlr kvt which this projed will
condribute.

It appears that Racipmaton concludes (I e 2002 Cumulatve Impast Repon) that
cumulativaty e will e Hgnificant mpacs o receaticn ot Folsom Resscolr as a
reEUR of the yaniaty of walsr cortracts and sctiona Roctamation will undaiake i e
foresoaable haum. Howavar, tha Impacis o mcreation ol Fowom Resanair g
charstienzed 39 keas then significant n individual actions, such 88 this City ol Rosavile
Vi Aot Contract DPR woulkd (e to know how Reclamaton [nlends to miigata the
significant Impacts ko rexreakion at Folsom Reseralr wivich am dentifed | the 2002
Cumulative [Mpact Repor, OFR does nol bales N 8 Uw et of CEQA or NEPS
reguiatans to parse ot curmullye iImpects o omde 0 svodd mithigatsn,

CPR balieves t information upon which recroation Impacts am sesakted iy both e
City of Riosayille YWamen Act Cowtract EATMMD and the 2002 Cumulative Impacl Report
doeg ot acoiagiahy captum the axtent ko which mscraation boallng faclites and boating
oppariontias are affeced by low resenvol lvels. For imstance. the 2002 Comuiative
Impact Repor, which ia the baske for the cumukathve impedt analysis for the Clry of

Rosevibe Waren Act Comma EAMND, indiceios thed boat mamps are ingperable al m
Cranie Bay buetow S0 (st sbevation {page 2148}, Grande Buay B the bnges! and mos!
haavily saed baorl lBunching facility el Folsom Lihke, A varsty of ramps pmovide
launching capabilty and sccess &1 & vty Of vl [easls. AF 305 slevation ooty &
SN D wrller fare fand dock vewids boal lanch sccosas and te vasl magstty of boat
ramps and aceeas gt Granie Bay e incperatlde or savsrely dimmished, Tha mmp,
ooy roadn and adjsecent parking at Mls ko woelsd fap 3o 1ol pronads compaste
Doatng accass condikeng 1o the primary boet mmps (Stages 1-4] af Granis Bay. To
charadisize Granio Bay e providitsg acosss at elavaliens as bow ag 30" does nal
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accuradlaly copham the exlst to which MCheatEnn opportunilies are raally impacted al
krwal FeRanolt kavals.

Furtha, tha BHE Comwdatee Impact Faport identhes Baal's Pokd a8 providiog Baal
ramp avallgbildy st shevations abows 430 mlevaten. TR does nol conaider Badl™s Poat
as & formal boal ramp or pecess poinl. Infomma] boat launching oooas e at resarwair
alevations abave 429, howevst PR doss ol provida arry dochs ar ot Eaanehing
faciliten s we do af cur foeval boat lsunch facites, DPR clopes the sccesa gabe i
Thi% arrioenial Bipt e sk &t Basd's Polnt at slevations below 425 to pronnet Sl
f-road wehotle use and other problems (et oocur along te shomios at oW oSt
levedn. Ses the tabke bakow for & moe sccurste depiclion of the boat [Bunching Miclites
and saably reservol slevattsn renges for each location.

oat Farnp Eaciliae wnd Usaabla Reasrvcir Elavation Rangs

[ Ramp Location #of Paridng | Min Laks | Max. Lake
iarme | Specey* | Elavaton  Elsvation
Ratthasneks Rartisnaka Bar Z o0 425 408"
Rar
| Penkwade Panirsuls ] S0 410 488"
Campground
_Bigger's Covm | Parwesala [ 80 434 447
Folsom Lake | Booems Ravios d 200 Mk 485"
Werina baln
Hobie Cove | Erowns Ravine & 190 arg L8
Fohern Foett Folsom Polal 4 125 i) 458
How Stags 4 Grrandte Bay 4 ] 425" ABE
S Sinpe 4 Granits Bay 4 . 450 455"
3 Granie Bary 10 e 43% 4507
Stags 2 Cirandte Bay 10 &30 426 435
St 1 Grawvits Bay 2 120 3gs’ 420
3% Grarts Bay 4 B0 A8 45
Low Water Grente Bay 2 o 380 41077
Tiodalk ¥ L1 2,870 j

*INCALHERE Bty 14 chs ity ANl WHOHRIGAES SORCHS, JOT (00 e Jrrmt

Lastty, both tha City of Rosevilke Warmen Conbact EAMND and the 2002 Cumaaathe
Stsdy mapovt onby conakder tha impects of ke resenegie ets for e mentha of Mach
through Saplembar. Yhda thaes documants am comect that the mes ity of reomation
S Qi i IRl Fidondiel, Bodnllewg PCrnation Lbid OCCuarh O FOROm Fipareor
thughotd the year. Mo guarmtitaties infarmethon i proviced o dicala how much
reiradtion usa ooours e Merch-September varsos the montim of Oolober Birough
Fabwusry. n orter I sssass the comulative mpacte of the City ol Foseyile Wamen S0
Camtrarct snd e marry Sthar actions wihich will affec resenad lavals, DPR beleses that
the impacts bo resaric kvely year-mund shoukd ba comaidamd.
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Lefter 2

DPHMIMMHMMMWMMMHFMmW
whihch are ke in dwa 2002 Comulatie npact Raporl nessd 0 be mitigated by
Feclamelion and tha many project panrem, mchodng e Sty of Reseville, Bt beref
Froemy thels vl dovstied] fromm Fobsom Rosarvolr, The Chy of Rosevide Wamen Ao
Comrect acthon will contribute 0 D reservc v which will in kam sdversely
impad mcreation srporuiing withan Foam ek SRA. DFR would B 1 know how
Raciametion itirds 1o mbgate e sipnficart meecs o mcorsetion ot Folsom
Fupppruolr which s el 1n e 2008 Comusletye Shety Fapont which B he e
Tor tha cumkalbe impects wnahysm ki e Chy of Rosesfile AN,

Reclamption wil charge tw City of Rosievibs 515,71 por acrs oot for oo ying weer io
the City of Rogevile through the Wamen Act Contract. I Rosevile fully il the

0,000 acr Teot of weter, Reciamation woukl gecsists cone §4. 70,000 Annusily for

delvering this wishw. in tha VP Amedean River Divorsion Long Teemn Sendca Cordract
CEIS Recametion kemtifies cosie to the varioum conbscions batwasn 320 and 70 per
S fool of wialer, Thi contracts hove the poieniisl to convey mors shan 230,000
acw hewt ol wisler sonUslly, DFR batioves that Recamabon nesds i coneider ncheding
Tl okt O MGG Innpeeche 1 recraption s Folenm Lake SHA when developing
COrFrachs K waler sl Fodelm Fasscvodr, incleking thi propossd Wi Act Contrect
with tha City of Hosevilia.

CPR and Bacamation am smbarking cn neneswing ol keNg-bam Sgrasment for the
mraArAgamnt of Folsom [ake SRA. Both agencies know thit funding the mansgene
of Folsom Lake SRA will b 8 prirary lasue 1o bo addowspd I the nesy' agresmsnl.
OPR belavan thal proaviding for snd rmansging mcosstion bes st Folsom Lake SRA
cart of the col of cperating Foleom CamdRsservol’ which [rovithes Boc corirsl, wirer
sunply whd povse, DPR badaves thart Raclametion shoukd conslder whether It I
Bppioperily fior tna banadiclarey oF theme amanitien, such s the City of Rosertie, to
halp oy fror the cowt of providing for recresartion sl Foleom Liske SRA and to mitigels e
Impecty 1o recrastdon reswuting Trom and commenaunsts o thelr Lme of meservoi’ wialsd,
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Response 24
Flease refer to Response 28,

Response 28 Cumulative impacts on Recreation al Folsom Reservoit

The Cumutslive Report was prepared to serve as an integral component of NEPA,
CEQA, and ESA compliance documentatiaon for the Reclamation CVP American River
diversion aclions identified as reasonably foreseeabla.  The Cumulative Report was
prepared to supplement the analysis provided in the NEPA, CEQA, and ESA
gnviranmental documentation prepared for Reclamalion's identified reasonably
foreseeable aclions wilthin (he Amercan River fasin,. The Cumulative Report was
included ag an appandix o the PCWA American River Pump Station Project Draft
EIS/EIR, daled August 2001, The evalualion wilthin the Cumulative Report includas 2n
assessment of the diversion-related and service area impacts of past and fulure water
diversions and CVF facilily operations affecting the water and land-based resources of
the Amenican River watershed. The actions included in the Comulative Repornt
evaluation include CVP water service contracts (new, amended, and ranewal contracts),
Warren Act contracts, Folsom Dam reoperation for flood control, and Water Forum'dry
yaar actions.

Under both NEPA and CEQA regulationg, mitigation measures are required 1o minimize
sighificant adverse impacts. According to Reclamalion’s NEPA Handbook, mitigation
under WNEFA should be included in the altermatives discussion as envimnmental
commitiments 1o the extent practical {Reclamation NEPA Handbook 2000, pg 6-8). This
applies to project specific analyses, howaver, and NEPA does not have any mitigation
requirements associated with significant cumulative impacts {Reclamation NEFA
Handbook 2000, pgs 8-18 and 8-18). CEQA reguires that feasible miligation maasures
be described to minimize adverse project specific impacts (Tile 14 CCR § 15126.4).
For cumulative impacts under CEQA, miligalion measures shail be described i these
measures render the impact less than cumulatively considerable (Title 14 CCR § 15064
{h¥Z3).

The City of Roseville Long-term Waman Act Contract EA/FONSI-ISIND provided a
summary of the conclusions of the fulure cumulative analysis that was included in the
Cumulative Repor, and included an evaluation of the potential for the Proposed
Aclion/Proposed Project to result in 3 cumulatively considerable contribution to the
potentially significant curnulative impacts identifiad in the Cumulative Report. The
Cumulative Report idenlified poatentiaily significant impacts 1o boating and swimming
recreation oppontunities at Folsom Reservoir, however, the analysis contained within the
City of Rogeville Long-tarm YWarmen Act Conlracl EAFONSI-IS/ND, dedarmined that the
Froposed Action/Proposed Projedd would have no  cumulatively considerable

" The Sacrarmerin Arma Weier Forum (¥aier Foramp s B diverss goup of bladns aied SEECUHLIal Maders, Cazen G, wabi
MBS 3] IGCAN GOvaTHTISMS I Sacraniantn, Placs el E1 Dorado countees doemed 10 mval i waler rescuces and futune
Wb fupply needs of T Secradneni mesiropoidan reepon. T Walst Foorn Sonsendnt ohadds prindhocs foe sach of the
parlicipang smnces 1o achere e plan's b oo-magial CERBrtiving (1) Ditnvide & rokable 800 Sk wall tunily Kof e 'S
wﬂmn:;wdmwuiﬂm:nﬂmmmﬁsm. wiEre. PeCraabOnE]. i abataks voieea of the
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imeremental contnibution to the potenlially significant Folsom Reservoir boating and
swimming impacls lhat coukd ocour under the cumulalive condition (Page 7-17 of the
Oraft EAFONSI-IS/IND, January 2006). Therefore, cumulative incremental impacts of
the Roseville Wamen Act Contract on recreational resources associated with Folsom
Reserveir boating and swimming would be considered less than significant and no
mitigation 15 required. As part of the Proposad Aclion/Proposed Project, the City, via its
Water Forum Purveyar Specific Agreement, contriputes to the mitigation of cumulative
impacis identified in the Cumulative Report as discussed below.

The Cumulative Report identified significant cumulative impacts lo boating and
swimming opportunities at Folsom Reserwir from the anticipated future water
diversions and CVF facilily aperations, including those actions anticipated under the
Water Farurm Agreement, The mitigation for these fulure cumulative impacts to
recrealion opportunilies at Folsom Reservoir will be accomplishad Lhrawgh the Water
Forum Agreement and financial contnbubion to the Folsom Reservoir Recrealion
Program. The Cumulative Repon also identilied sigrificant cumalative impacts o
water-dependent (ie.. boating and fishing opporunities) and water-enbanced (ie..
picnicking} récreation use on (he lower American River. The mitigation for these future
cumulative impacts to recreation opportuniies on the lower American River will be
aceomplished through the Water Forum Agreement and financial cantribution ta the
HME iplease refer to Chapter 1 in the Draft EA/FONSI-|SIND, for additional description
of the HME). The Proposed Action/Proposed Project includes the City's panicipation in
the Water Forum Agreement and financial contribulion to the Lower American River
HME and lhe Folsom Reservoir Recreation Program,

Az part of their Purveyor Specilic Agreements to ihe Watsr Forum, the signatories,
including. but mot limited to, the City of Roseville, PCWA, San Juan Water District, and
the City of Folsom have agreed io work with their elecled officials, COPR, and other
agencies Ihat have an interest in reservoir levels, such as Congress, Reclamation, the
Califomia Cepanmenl of Baating and Waterways, and the Sacramento Area Flood
Contral Agancy. to obtain at least $3,000,000 of new funding for improvements to
Folzom Reservoir recreation facilities {Water Forurn Agresment, 20000, |f less than
3,000,000 of the new funds is not secured by the year 2008, the signatories would
provide a lump sum payment of up to $1,000,000 of the shortfall 1o CDPR for projects to
improve Folsom Reservoir recreation no later than June 30, 2009, This iz b provide
certainty that funding necessary for Folsom Reservoir recraation mitigation will be
secured and some of the proposed projects kar mitigation can be implemented by the
CDPR (Findings of Fact and Siatement of Cverriding Considerations for the Water
Forurm Proposal, 199%), The Water Forum signalory agencies, including the City, have
agreed o enler into a contract that would commit therm to sharing the ¢ast of providing
this funding. Costs will be apporioned bazed upon the signatory agencies anticipated
share of the 2030 increased diversions of American River walar.

Reclfamation and the COFR were not signateries to the Aprl 2000 Water Forum
Agreemgnt or the associated Purveyor Specific Agreements. Reclamation has not yel
confimmed agreements with purveyors, including the City, for the reductions in diversions
from Falsom Reservoir 10 offset potential impacts 10 resaurces at Folsom Resanair, as
described in the Wailer Forum Agreemsnt, Alhough (he Proposed Action/Proposed
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Project includes the Cily's and Reclamation's participation in scquinng funding for
recreationzl improvemants at Folsom Reservoir, as discussed above, NEPA does not
have any mitigation requirements associated with significant cumulative impacts
{Reclamation NEPA Handbook 2000, pgs 8-18 and B-19).

The Water Forum signatory agencies are also participaling in additional measuras 10
lgssan impacts on Folsom Reservair surface water alevation levels, and therefors,
recreation opporunities at Folsom Resarvalr, including:  Etement || {Action to Mest
Customer's Needs While Reducirg Diversion impacts in Dry Years), Elamenl ¥V (Water
Conservation); and Elemsant V| (Groundwater Management). These adopléd measures
can be expecled to offset the impacis of the reduced Folsom Reservoir surface waler
glevation levels on boalng epporunilies ard the availability of swimming beaches.

Increased populations supported by the increased water supply may create new
demand for facililies and resources in Felsom Reserveir, despite the lower waler levels
frorm waler diversions and use. With appropriate funding, facilites such as boat ramps
can be adapted to kwer watar conditions. Funding for these typas of impraovements on
Reclamation land is dependent upon olher funding sourcas (&.9., passibly ravanus from
the sale of slate fishing licenses) in addilion to furding provided under the Water Forum
Agreement. |n addition, future increases In demand for facilities (o accommodate
boating and other recreational vehicles could e met 3t other reservoirs in addition to
Folsom Reservair.

Resgonse 28 — Methods and Information Used (o Assess Recreation Impacts al
Folsom Reservoir - Granite Bay Ecat Ramp

The Cumulative Report includes a deschiption of the reservair surface water glevations
required for gach boat ramp at Folsom Reaervoir to remain in operation, The analysis
for the decrease in the usability of boal ramps at Folsomn Reservoir in both the
Cumlative Report and the City of Roseville Lang-term Warran Act Contract
EA/FONSI-ISIND uiilized sionificance crileria that accounted for the most conservative
reservoir surface water elevalion that is needed for all boat ramps at Folsom Resarvglr
to remain in operation (i.e., 420 feat). Tha analysis indicates that if the reservoir surface
walar elevalion falls below the 420 foot eievation with enough frequency, it could result
im a substantial decreasa in the availability of aif boal ramps at Folsom Resendir
Therefore, if there were a substantial decrease in the availability of all boat ramps at
Folzom Researvoir, the analysis Incorporales ihe decreasa of the availability of the
Granite Bay boat ramp at the 395 fool reservoir surface water elevation and the 360 foot
resenoir surfzce water aléavation.

Reliable data on aclual recreation uses at different lake lavels are not available for
analysis. However, studiez of drought impacts found increased swimming and beach
use at lower water levels on Sigma slreams during droughts in compatison wilh use
during highar water levals in wet years. Levels for olher recreation activitiss responded
differently to changed condifions {Ayres, pers. comm, 2008).

Fueal Edvamoti b TaL AASe b T AMTAL STU0Y SaprrweEn 2008
Ly oF RDBEVILLE WARREN ACT GOMTRACT PAGE 512



Respanse 20 - Methods and Information Used to Assess Recreation impacts al
Folsom Reservolr — Beale's Point

The comment is noted and no response is nacessary.

Response 2E - Methods and Information Used to Assess Recrealion Impacts at
Folsom Reservoir — Months Ulilized in the Analysis

The City of Roseville Long-lerm Warren Act Camragt EAFONS|-IS/ND incorporated by
reference the Cumulalive Report, provided a surmmary of the conclusions of the future
cumulative analysis included in 1he Cumulalive Report, and inciuded an evaluation of
the potential for the Proposed Action/Proposed Project to result in a cumulativealy
considerable contribution to the potentially sighificant cumulative impacts identified in
the Cumulative Report. Inarder to delermine il the Proposed Action'Proposed Project
would result in a cumulatively considerabla contribution to the significant cumuiative
impacts o Folsom Reservoir boating and swimming opportunities identified in the
Cumulative Repart, the Ciy of Roseville Long-term Warren Act Contract EA/FONSI-
IS/ND included a comparisan of the surface water alevations at Folsom Reservoir under
Future Cumulative condilions versus the surface water elevations under the Futurg WNo
Acticn'Mo Project conditions (please refer to Appandix | in the Draft EAFONS-ISND,
for addihormal descnplion of these scenarios}). In accordance with CEQA requiremenls
(Title 14 CCR § 15130(a)), if a significant fulure cumulative impacl was identifisd, an
additional analysis was performed to detarmine if the contribution of the Proposed
ActionProposed Project would be cumulatively considerable to the overall curmulalive
irmpact. The Future Cumulative condition is identical tg the Future Cumulative condition
ulilizéd in the Cumulalive Report to determine the potentially significant cumulative
impacts. The Cumulative Report utilized the months of March through September for
the analysis of Cumulative impacls o recreation opportunities at Folsom Reservoir
because this is the primary recreation use season, which coincides with the wamer
spring and summer monlhs and relatively hioh reservoir surface walter temperatures,

The fellvwing is an analysis of potential curmulative impacts to Folzom Reservoir hoating
ard swimming opportunities under the Proposed Action/Proposed Projact, and tha
Proposed Action/Proposed Froject’s cumulative contribution to the kentified impact
during the manths of October through February.

Effects on Folsom Reservoir Boating (October through February)

During the months of Qctober through February, Folsom Resensoir fevels would falf
below the elevations required for use of all hoat ramps and maring wai sips mor
frequently bndar the curnulative condition Yhan under the existing condition {i.e., below
420t in 263 monthe under the comulaiive congifion, compared to 231 months under
e existing condition, and below 312 f in 223 months under the cumufative eondition,
compared to 181 manths under the exisling condition). The Proposed Action/Proposad
Froject would result in two months in which Folsam Reservoir etevation would be balow
Llhe elevalion required for use of all boat ramps (420 feet msl) during the Cetober
threugh February period. Folsom Reservoir elevations would fall below 412 feet msl
required for the usability of marina wet slips in six additional months duning the Cctober

FINAL ENVIRONBEMTAL & SEEBTINENTINMAL STUDY SEPTEMBER 200HE
Ty of ROBEVELE YWARREN ACT CONTRACT Pane 313



through February period. The reductions in the usability of boat ramps, attributatile to
the Proposed ActionProposed Project, do nol oeeur with enough frequency to
conslitute a significant impact on recreation use at Folsom Reservoir. Moreover, the
reductions in usability of boat ramps attibulable to the Propased Action/Propased
Project occur outside of the primary recreation use season, Consagqueantly, the
Proposed Aclion/Proposed Project would have no curnulztively considerable
contribution tc the potentially significant Folsom Reservoir boating impacts that could
oocur urder the cumulative condition. Tharefore, cumulative incremantal impacts on
recrealicnal resources associated with Folsom Reservoir boating would be considered
fass than significant,

ff n Folsorm Reservair Swimmin laber throvoh Februa
During the months of Oclober through Fabruary, the frequency in which Folsorm
Rosarvair water tevels would ba within the usabie (i.e., 420 lo 4535 fesl) range would be
substantially reduced under the cumuiative condition, relalive to the exisling condition
{i.g., within {he useble beach range in §4 months, relative to 119 months undar the
existing condition), Under both the cumilative and e exisling conditions, theve woluld
ba no manths during the October through Febriuary period ir which Folsom Resenoir
fevels would be within the opiimum rangea (1., 435 to 455 feel). The Proposed
Action/Fraposad Project would result in two less months in which Folsom Reservoir
elevalions would be within the usable surface glevation ranges required for swimming
activities at Folsom Reservoir during the Oetobar hraugh February perod. There would
be no change in the months in which Folsom Reservoir elevations would be within
oplmum elevalian ranges. The decreases in months for swimming opportunies at
Folsom Reservoir atirbutable to the Proposed Action/Proposed Project do not aceur
with enough frequency 1o constitute a significant impact on Folsom Resenvoir
swimming. Moreover, the reductions in the swimming opporunities attributable to the
Froposed Action/Praposed Project secur cutside of the prirmary recreation use season.
Therefore, the Proposed Action/Proposed Project would have no cumulativealy
considerable contribution to potentially significant Folsom Reservoir swimming impacts
that could ocour under the future cumulative condition. Therefors, cumulative
mcremental impacts on recraationsl resowces assodiated with Folsom Reservoir
swimming would be considerad less than significant.

Responce 2F — Mitigation and Funding for Recreation Impacts at Foisom
Reservoir

Please refer to Responsa 28.
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Letter 3
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Laftar 3

Response 3
The letter indicates that the propesed CHy of Rossville Long-term Waman Act Contract

EAFONSI-IS/ND complied with the state clearinghouse review requirements for
environmeantal documants.

The comment is noted and no response is regquired.
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Appendix A
Final Long-term Warren Act Contract
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Appendix B
Distribution List for Draft Environmental
Assessment/Initial Study
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